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DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1 . Claims 1-25 of U.S. Application 10/81 1 ,021 , filed on 03/25/2004, are currently 
pending. 

2. This application claims benefit of U.S. Provisional Application 60/537,589, filed 
on 1/20/2004. 



Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1,16, and 23 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
preambles to the independent claims recite "[a] method for embellishing an 
architectural structure", yet the claims appear to be directed to a method for 
designing an architectural structure embellishment. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

4. Claim 23,is objected to because of the following informalities: the expression 
"greater that or equal to" appears at line 16, and "less that or equal to" appears 
at line 17. The word "that" should be "than". Appropriate correction is required. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/81 1 ,021 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2123 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-20 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

7. The fundamental test for patent eligibility is to determine whether the claimed 
invention produces a "useful, concrete and tangible result." See State Street 
Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group Inc. . 149 F. 3d 1368, 47 USPQ2d 
1596 (Fed. Cir. 1998) and AT&T Corp. v. Excel Communications. Inc. . 172 F.3d 
1352, 50 USPQ2d 1447 (Fed. Cir. 1999). In these decisions, the court found that 
the claimed invention as a whole must accomplish a practical application. That is, 
it must produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result ." 

8. See State Street . 149 F.3d at 1373-74, 47 USPQ2d at 1601-02. ("[T]he 
transformation of data, representing discrete dollar amounts, by a machine 
through a series of mathematical calculations into a final share price, constitutes 
a practical application of a mathematical algorithm, formula, or calculation, 
because it produces 'a useful, concrete and tangible result' - a final share price 
momentarily fixed for recording and reporting purposes and even accepted and 
relied upon by regulatory authorities and in subsequent trades"). 

9. See also AT&T . 172 F.3d at 1358, 50 USPQ2d at 1452 (Claims drawn to a long- 
distance telephone billing process containing mathematical algorithms were held 
patentable subject matter because the process used the algorithm to produce a 
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useful, concrete, tangible result - a primary inter-exchange carrier ("PIC") 
indicator - without preempting other uses of the mathematical principle). 
lO.The Examiner respectfully submits that the rejected claims do not recite any 
tangible result. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 .The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

12. The prior art used for these rejections is as follows: 

a. U.S. PG-PUB 2004/0167651. (Hereinafter "Carey J"). 

13. The claim rejections are hereby summarized for Applicant's convenience. The 
detailed rejections follow. 

14. Claims 1-5, 9-16, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Carey_1. 

1 5. In regards to Claim 1 , Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

1. A method for embellishing an architectural structure, the method 
comprising the steps of: 
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receiving information indicative of a dimension oftiie arciiitectural 
structure; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 2 and 3, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0028] to [0032]). 



receiving information indicative of a selected embellisliment of the 
architectural structure along the dimension; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 2 and 3, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0028] to [0032]). 

selecting a mold to construct the selected embellishment; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 7A and 7B, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0041] to [0047]). 

associating the mold with dimension information that includes a 
minimum dimension and a maximum dimension of the selected mold; and 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 7A and 7B, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0041] to [0047]). 

using the dimension of the architectural structure and the 
dimensional information of the selected mold to calculate how many 
segments of the selected embellishment are required, and a dimension of 
each of the segments of the selected embellishment. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 7A and 7B, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0041] to [0047]). 

16. In regards to Claim 2, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

2. The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the selected 
embellishment is cast stone. 



(See Carey_1 , especially: paragraphs [0004]). 

17. In regards to Claim 3, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

3. The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the using the dimension of 
the architectural structure and dimensional infomnatlon of the selected 
mold to calculate a dimension of the selected embellishment comprises: 
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accessing a library of molds to obtain the dimensional information 
of the selected mold. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

18. In regards to Cjaim 4, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

4. The method as recited in claim 3. wherein the library of molds 
comprises dimensional information corresponding to a plurality of molds. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614. and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

19. In regards to Claim 5, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

5. The method as recited in claim 4, wherein a fii^t portion of the 
molds within the library of molds have a fixed dimension and wherein a 
remainder of the molds have a variable dimension. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

20. In regards to Claim 9, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

9. The method as recited in claim 1. wherein the architectural 
structure is selected from the group consisting of: a window, a column, 
and a fireplace. 

Carey_1 teaches the following architectural structures: window frames, door 
frames, gazebos, staircases, (See Carey_1 , especially:), and also columns (See 
Carey_1 , especially: Figs. 2, 5a and 5c, and paragraphs [0024], [0029], [0033], 
and [0034]. While Carey_1 , does not expressly teach that the architectural 
structure can be a fireplace, Carey_1 does teach that "If no mold exists, the 
method further comprises manufacturing or buying a mold for the ... part." (see 
Abstract). 

21. In regards to Claim 10, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 
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10. The method as recited in claim 9, wherein in the event the 
architectural structure is a window, the selected embellishment includes a 
trim style, a keystone style, and/or a sill style 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 5a-5d, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0033] to [0034]). 

22. In regards to Claim 1 1 . Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

11. The method as recited in claim 9, wherein in the event the 
architectural structure is a column, the selected embellishment includes a 
shaft style, a base style, and/or a capital style. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 5a-5d, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0033] to [0034]). 

23. In regards to Claim 12, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

12. The method as recited in claim 1, further comprising: 

receiving information indicative of a selected characteristic of the selected 
embellishment. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

24. In regards to Claim 13, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

13. The method as recited in claim 12, wherein the selected 
characteristic of the selected embellishment includes a color, a texture, a 
material, shape, and/or a cross sectional pattem. 

Examiner has interpreted this limitation as being in the alternative for all listed 
elements. Carey_1 expressly teaches that the embellishment includes a shape. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 1 and associated text at paragraph [0026]). 

25. In regards to Claim 14, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

14. The method as recited in claim 1, further comprising: 
generating a list of materials specifying the selected mold and the 
calculated dimension of the selected embellishment. 
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(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

26. In regards to Claim 1 5, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

15. The method as recited in claim 1, further comprising: 
generating a shop drawing illustrating the architectural structure and the 
selected embellishment. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

27. In regards to Claim 16, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

16. A method for embellishing an architectural structure, comprising: 
receiving Information indicative of a dimension of the architectural 

structure: 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 2 and 3, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0028] to [0032]). 

receiving information indicative of a first selected embellishment of 
the architectural structure along the dimension; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 2 and 3, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0028] to [0032]). 

receiving information indicative of a second selected embellishment 
of the architectural structure along the dimension; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: especially at paragraph [0025], where Carey_1 
teaches that "As it is well known, decorative stonework products are often not 
composed of a single, continuously molded block. Instead ... individual 
components or parts are utilized." See also Figures 2 and 3, and associated text 
at paragraphs [0028] to [0032]). 

selecting a first mold to construct the first selected embellishment; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 7A and 7B, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0041] to [0047]). 

selecting a second mold to construct the second selected 
embellishment; and using the dimension of the architectural structure, 
dimensional information of the first mold and dimensional information of 
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the second mold to calculate a dimension of the second selected 
embellishment. 

(See Carey_1, especially: Figures 7A and 7B, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0041] to [0047]). 

28. In regards to Claim 20. Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

20. The method as recited in claim 16, further comprising: 
generating a list of materials specifying the first and second molds, the 
required number of sections of the second selected embellishment, and 
the calculated dimension of each of the sections. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 7A and 7B, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0041] to [0047]). 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC §103 

29. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

30. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject 
matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions 
covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is 
advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
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U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

31. The prior art used fortliese rejections is as follows: 

a. U.S. PG-PUB 2004/0167651 . (Hereinafter "Carey_1"). 

b. U.S. PG-PUB 2005/0004783. (Hereinafter "Carey_2"). 

c. U.S. PG-PUB 2004/0167649. (Hereinafter "Carey_3"). 

d. Note: Carey_2 expressly incorporates the Carey_3 reference (See 
paragraph [0047] of Carey_2). 

32. The claim rejections are hereby summarized for Applicant's convenience. The 
detailed rejections follow. 

33. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Carey_1 in view of Carey_2. 

34. In regards to Claim 6, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following limitations: 

6. The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the dimension of the 
architectural structure is received from a library of architectural structures. 

Carey_2, on the other hand, discloses an architectural structure received 
from a library of architectural stmctures, especially in Fig.7, Items 702, 704, and 
723, and at the associated text at paragraphs [0041] to [0044]. 

Carey_1, Carey_2, and Carey_3 are analogous art because they are from 
the same field of endeavor - CAD software for designing decorative stonework. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Carey_1 with those of Carey_2. 
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The motivation for doing so is the fact that the two references are co- 
pending applications that claim benefit to the same disclosure in U.S. Provisional 
application 60/449,493. These two references are derived from the same initial 
disclosure, and were originally intended to work together in the same apparatus 
and method. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Carey_1 with Carey_2 
to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 6. 

35. In regards to Claim 7, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

7. The method as recited in claim 6, wherein the library of 
architectural structures includes a manufacturer name and a model 
number. 

(See Carey_2, especially: paragraphs [0009], [0027] and [0040] to [0058]). 

36. In regards to Claim 8, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following limitations: 

8. The method as recited in claim 1, wherein the dimension of the 
architectural structure is received via a manual input. 

Carey_2, on the other hand, discloses a dimension of a architectural structure is 

received via a manual input, especially in Fig.7, Items 702, 704, and 723, and at 

the associated text at paragraphs [0041] to [0044]. 

Carey_1 and Carey_2 are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor - CAD software for designing decorative stonework. 

At the time of the invention. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Carey_1 with those of Carey_2. 

The motivation for doing so is the fact that the two references are co- 
pending applications that claim benefit to the same disclosure in U.S. Provisional 
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application 60/449,493. These two references are derived from the same initial 
disclosure, and were originally intended to work together in the same apparatus 
and method. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Carey_1 with Carey_2 
to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 8. 

37. Claims 17-19 and 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carey_1 in view of Carey_3. 

38. In regards to Claim 17, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following 
limitations: 

1 7. The method as recited in claim 16, wherein the first mold has a 
fixed dimension and the second mold has a variable dimension. 

Carey_3, on the other hand, teaches a fixed dimension and the second mold has 

a variable dimension, especially in the use of "offsets", as in Fig.7B, Items 758, 

770, and 776, and at the associated text at paragraphs [0055], [0074] and [0075]. 

Carey_1 and Carey_3 are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor - CAD software for designing decorative stonework. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Carey_1 with those of Carey_3. 

The motivation for doing so is the fact that the two references are co- 
pending applications that claim benefit to the same disclosure in U.S. Provisional 
application 60/449,493. These two references are derived from the same initial 
disclosure, and were originally intended to work together in the same apparatus 
and method. 



Application/Control Number: 10/811 .021 Page 1 3 

Art Unit: 2123 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Carey_1 with Carey_3 
to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 17. 

39. In regards to Claim 18, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following 
limitations: 

18. The method as recited in claim 17, wherein the dimensional 
information of the second mold comprises a minimum dimension and a 
maximum dimension of the second mold. 

Carey_3, on the other hand, teaches a fixed dimension and the second mold has 

a variable dimension", especially in the use of "offsets", as in Flg.7B, Items 758, 

770, and 776, and at the associated text at paragraphs [0055], [0074] and [0075]. 

Carey_1 and Carey_3 are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor - CAD software for designing decorative stonework. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
J ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Carey_1 with those of Carey_3. 

The motivation for doing so is the fact that the two references are co- 
pending applications that claim benefit to the same disclosure in U.S. Provisional 
application 60/449,493. These two references are derived from the same Initial 
disclosure, and were originally intended to work together in the same apparatus 
and method. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Carey_1 with Carey_3 
to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 18. 

40. In regards to Claim 19, Carey_1 Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following 
limitations: 

19. The method as recited in claim 18, wherein the using the dimension 
of the architectural structure, dimensional information of the first selected 
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mold, and dimensional information of the second selected mold to 
calculate a dimension of the first selected embellishment comprises: 

accessing a library of molds to obtain the dimensional information 
of the first mold; 

(See Carey_1, especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

However, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following limitations: 

subtracting the fixed dimension of the first mold from the dimension 
of the architectural structure to obtain a remainder dimension; 

accessing the library of molds to obtain the dimensional information 
of the second mold; 

using the remainder dimension, the minimum dimension of the 
second mold, and the maximum dimension of the second mold to 
calculate a required number of sections of the second selected 
embellishment and a dimension of each of the sections, wherein the 
dimension or each of the sections is: 

(i) greater than or equal to the minimum dimension of the second 
mold, and 

(ii) less than or equal to the maximum dimension of the second 
mold, and 

wherein a sum of the dimensions of the sections is substantially equal to 
the remainder dimension. 

Carey_3, on the other hand, teaches a fixed dimension and the second 
mold has a variable dimension, especially in the use of "offsets", as in FigJB, 
Items 758. 770, and 776, and at the associated text at paragraphs [0055], [0074] 
and [0075]. 

Carey_3 also teaches the use of minimum and maximum dimensions - 
especially in the use of "offsets", as in Fig.7B, Items 758, 770, and 776, and at 
the associated text at paragraphs [0055], [0074] and [0075]. 
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Carey_1 and Carey_3 are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor - CAD software for designing decorative stonework. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Carey_1 with those of Carey_3. 

The motivation for doing so is the fact that the two references are co- 
pending applications that claim benefit to the same disclosure in U.S. Provisional 
application 60/449,493. These two references are derived from the same initial 
disclosure, and were originally intended to work together in the same apparatus 
and method. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Carey_1 with Carey_3 
to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 19. 

41 . In regards to Claim 21 , Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following 
limitations: 

21. The method as recited in claim 16, further comprising: 
generating a shop drawing illustrating the architectural structure, the first 
and second selected embellishments, and a relative positioning of the first 
and second selected embellishments with respect to the architectural 
structure. 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 7A and 7B, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0041] to [0047]). 

42. In regards to Claim 22, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following 
limitations: 

22. The method as recited in claim 21, wherein the generating the shop 
drawing comprises: 

accessing a library of architectural structures to obtain a graphical 
representation of the architectural structure; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 
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accessing a library of molds to obtain graphical representations of 
the first and second selected embellishments; and 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 6, Items 610, 614, and 616 and associated text 
at paragraphs [0040] to [0041]). 

using the gi^phical representation of the architectural structure and 
the graphical representations of the first and second selected 
embellishments to generate an image of the architectural structure and the 
first and second selected embellishments, wherein the image indicates the 
relative positioning of the first and second selected embellishments with 
respect to the architectural structure. 

However, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following limitations: 

using the graphical representation of the architectural structure and the 
graphical representations of the first and second selected embellishments 
to generate animage of the architectural structure and the first and second 
selected embellishments, wherein the image indicates the relative 
positioning of the first and second selected embellishments with respect to 
the architectural structure. 

Carey_3, on the other hand, teaches the use of generating and modifying 
images of the embellishments as in Figs.7A and 7B, Items 704, 724, 758, 780, 
and at the associated text at paragraphs [0046] to [0057]. 

Carey_1 and Carey_3 are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor - CAD software for designing decorative stonework. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Carey_1 with those of Carey_3. 

The motivation for doing so is the fact that the two references are co- 
pending applications that claim benefit to the same disclosure in U.S. Provisional 
application 60/449,493. These two references are derived from the same initial 
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disclosure, and were originally intended to work together in the same apparatus 
and method. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Carey_1 with Carey_3 

to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 22. 

43. In regards to Claim 23, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following 
limitations: 

23. A method for embellishing an architectural stmcture, comprising: 
receiving information indicative of a dimension of the architectural 
structure; 

(See Carey_1 , especially: Figures 2 and 3, and associated text at paragraphs 
[0028] to [0032]). 

However, Carey_1 does not expressly teach the following limitations: 

receiving information indicative of a plurality of embellishments of 
the architectural structure along the dimension, wherein the plurality of 
embellishments comprises a first embellishment having a fixed dimension 
and a second embellishment having a variable dimension; 

selecting a first mold to construct the first embellishment; 

selecting a second mold to construct the second embellishment, 
wherein the second mold has a minimum dimension and a maximum 
dimension; and 

calculating, using the dimension of the architectural structure, 
dimensional information of the first mold, and the minimum and maximum 
dimensions of the second mold, a required number of sections of the 
second embellishment and a dimension of each of the sections of the 
second embellishment, wherein the dimension of each of the sections of 
the second embellishment is: 

(i) greater that or equal to the minimum dimension of the second 
mold, and 



(ii) less that or equal to the maximum dimension of the second 
mold, and wherein the sum of the fixed dimension of the first 
embellishment and the calculated dimensions of all of the sections of the 
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second embellishment is substantially equal to the dimension of the 
architectural structure. 

Carey_3, on the other hand, teaches a fixed dimension and the second 
mold has a variable dimension, especially in the use of "offsets", as in Fig.7B, 
Items 758, 770, and 776, and at the associated text at paragraphs [0055], [0074] 
and [0075]. 

Carey_3 also teaches the use of minimum and maximum dimensions - 
especially in the use of "offsets", as in Fig.7B, Items 758, 770, and 776, and at 
the associated text at paragraphs [0055], [0074] and [0075]. 

Carey_1 and Carey_3 are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor - CAD software for designing decorative stonework. 

At the time of the invention. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Carey_1 with those of Carey_3. 

The motivation for doing so is the fact that the two references are co- 
pending applications that claim benefit to the same disclosure in U.S. Provisional 
application 60/449,493. These two references are derived from the same initial 
disclosure, and were originally intended to work together in the same apparatus 
and method. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Carey_1 with Carey_3 

to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 23. 

44. In regards to Claim 24, Carey_1 teaches the following limitations: 

24. The method as recited in claim 23, further comprising: 

receiving information indicative of a selected characteristic of the 
selected embellishment. 
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(See Carey_1 , especially: paragraphs [0026] and [0040]). 

45. In regards to Claim 25, Carey_1. teaches the following limitations: 

25. The method as recited in claim 24, wherein the selected 
characteristic of the selected embellishment includes a color, a texture, a 
material, shape, and/or a cross sectional pattem. 

Examiner has interpreted this limitation as being in the alternative for all listed 
elements. Carey_1 expressly teaches that the embellishment includes a shape. 
(See Carey_1 , especially: Figure 1 and associated text at paragraph [0026]). 



Correspondence Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Ayal I. Sharon whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-3714. The examiner can nonnally be reached on Monday through 
Thursday, and the first Friday of a bi-week, 8:30 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Paul Rodriguez can be reached at (571) 272-3753. 

Any response to this office action should be faxed to (571 ) 273-8300, or 
mailed to: 

USPTO 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 

or hand carried to: 

USPTO 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the Tech Center 2100 Receptionist, whose 
telephone number is (571 ) 272-2100. 



Ayal I. Sharon 
Art Unit 2123 
September 27. 2006 





